
COMMONWE2&TE OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Matter of: 

THE APPLICATION OF COLUMBIA GAS OF ) 
KENTUCKY, INC. MIR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING ) CASE NO. 9907 
DEVIATION FROM 807 KAR 5:006, S23(4)(a)(3)) 

O R D E R  

Columbia Gas of Kentucky, Inc. (nColumbia't) filed an 

application ("application') with the Commission requesting a 

deviation from 807 KAR 5 : 0 0 6 ,  Section 23(4)(a)3. After 

approximately 18 months of negotiations and several conferences, 

Columbia and Commission Staff ("Staff') have agreed upon a 

recommendation for the disposition of this case. The attached 

"Joint Stipulation and Recommendation'' reflects all agreements 

reached between Columbia and Staff and has been presented to this 

Commission for consideration as the resolution of Case No. 9907. 

BACKGROUND 

During comprehensive safety inspections on 2 portions of 

Columbia's distribution system, Lexington (August 1986) and 

Maysville (October 1986), a gas safety investigator in the Commis- 

sion's Gas Pipeline Safety Branch cited Columbia for noncompliance 

to 807 KAR 5 : 0 0 6 ,  Section 23(4)(a)3. This regulation requires 

that the curb box on a service line shall be inspected for acces- 

sibility at intervals not to exceed one calendar year. In its 

responses to the inspection reports, Columbia stated that refer- 

ence measurements exist for the location of all curb boxes; that 



this information is included in a Service Line Data System 

(qsSLDSqs) which is being computerized; and that while curb boxes at 

designated buildings (services in business districts) are 

inspected annually, curb boxes at residential services are 

inspected on a 5-year schedule. 

Staff advised Columbia that its response could not be 

accepted as compliance; and that if Columbia intended to continue 

its current curb box inspection program, a deviation from the 

regulation would need to be granted by the Commission. On April 

9, 1987, Columbia submitted an application requesting a deviation 

from 807 KAR 5:006, Section 23(4)(a)3. 

COWNTARY 

Since April 1987, 5 informal conferences have been held 

between Staff and Columbia. During the period April 1987-May 

1988, Columbia maintained the position stated in its application 

that the SLDS program assures that the curb box is accessible, and 

thus annual accessibility inspections are not necessary. In addi- 

tion, Columbia stated that it is not unusual for curb boxes to be 

inadvertently covered between annual inspections; consequently, 

Columbia is of the opinion that its SLDS program is superior to 

annual inspection of curb boxes. 

Staff sought to clarify certain elements of Columbia's appli- 

cation, particularly the SLDS program, to determine the extent to 

which Columbia's current program meets the intent OC the regula- 

tion. In Staff's opinion, the intent of requiring an annual curb 

box accessibility inspection is that a means exists to terminate 
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service in an emergency under a worst-case scenario where the 

meter is inaccessible. This was the approach followed in Case No. 

9607, Louisville Gas and Electric Company's ("LG&E") Failure to 

Comply with Curb Box Accessibility Requirements, in which the 

Commission granted LG&E a deviation from annual accessibility 

inspections on certain curb boxes. Staff had recommended the 

deviation be granted based upon LG&E's ability to demonstrate that 

in lieu of the curb box another means existed--a service tee with 

a positive shut-off device--to terminate service in an emergency 

when the meter is inaccessible. 

Columbia agreed to revise its application to include a formal 

follow-up procedure to determine that a curb box repair had been 

completed; to broaden its definition of designated buildings; and 

to perform annual accessibility inspections on curb boxes at 

services with indoor meters. However, by May 1988 Staff had 

concluded that Columbia's current curb box inspection program 

could not meet the intent of the regulation. This conclusion was 

reached since Columbia acknowledged that reference measurements 

would need to be developed for some curb boxes; based upon results 

of 1988 safety inspections Columbia's reference measurements were 

inconsistent in determining a curb box location; and Columbia's 

inability to determine which services have a service tee with a 

positive shut-off device installed. 

During the July 20, 1988 informal conference, Columbia 

presented a summary of the previous meetings and agreed to attempt 

to determine the locations where service tees with a positive 

shut-off device had been omitted or were under pavement. This 
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proposal was made after Staff and Columbia had agreed upon a 

definition for the term naccessibility" as used in 007 KAR 5:006,  

Section 23(4)(a)3, and what the accessibility inspection includes. 

Inspecting a curb box for accessibility means determining that the 

curb box is visible at or above grade, and doe0 not include 

checking the curb valve for operability. 

Columbia filed a revised application on September 27, 1988 in 

which it proposed to survey all of its services to determine 

whether a customer's meter is outside, whether the service tee is 

under pavement, and if the service line is installed with a 

positive shut-off device. As developed, this information would be 

the Class 

One, which requires annual accessibility inspections; and Class 

TWO, which will be inspected for accessibility at the time of 

Columbia's 5-year leakage survey of customer service linea. Class 

One curb boxes are defined as: 

basis by which Columbia would classify its curb boxes: 

1. All curb boxes required to be installed under 807 KAR 

5:022, Section 9(17)(a)l. 

2. All curb boxes connected to service lines with indoor 

meters. 

3. All curb boxes connected to service lines that serve 

designated buildings. Designated buildings are defined as: 

a. Any school, hospital, rest or nursing home, 

shopping center, government building, or recognized day-care 

center. 

b. Any building in a business district. 
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c. Any building of public assembly that is occupied by 

20 or more persons during normal use. Normal use is defined as 

occupancy at least 5 days a week for 10 weeks in any 12-month 

period (days and weeks need not be consecutive). 

on 

Class Two curb boxes are those that are not classified as 

Class One pursuant to the definition herein, i.e., the curb box is 

not connected to a service line required to be installed under 807 

HAR 5:022, Section 9(17)(a)l; connected to an indoor meter; or 

connected to a designated building. 

Columbia has stated that a catch-up period, as required by 

LG&E, would be necessary to conduct the survey and classify its 

curb boxes. 

After certain clarifications of the revised application were 

made by Columbia at Staff's request, Columbia proposed and sub- 

sequently submitted a Joint Stipulation and Agreement 

("Stipulation") for review (attached as an Appendix). The Stipu- 

lation includes Columbia's proposals for a curb box accessibility 

inspection program as described in its revised application. Staff 

and Columbia agreed to the intent of the Stipulation on December 

14, 1988. 

The principal features of the Stipulation proposed to the 

Commission are as follows: 

1. Columbia stipulates it has violated 807 KAR 5:006, 

Section 23(4)(a)3, and agrees to a fine in the amount of $7,500. 

2. The curb box accessibility inspection program will be 

implemented as stated in the Stipulation. 
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3. Implementation of the inspection program requires 2 

deviations from 807 KAR 5:006, Section 23(4)(a)3, regarding annual 

inspections to the extent that: 

a. A Class Two curb box will be inspected once every 5 

years at the time of Columbia's 5-year leakage survey of the 

customer service line; and 

b. A 3-year period from the date of this Order is 

allowed for Columbia to survey all of its services, develop the 

information necessary to classify all of its curb boxes, and 

become current with the required annual inspections. 

4. Columbia recognizes that during the 3-year period as a 

curb box is classified Class One, it must be inspected at that 

time and each year thereafter. 

5. All deficiencies reported regarding curb box locations, 

accessibility, measurements, etc., will be corrected by the end of 

the third calendar month following reporting. Completed correc- 

tion orders will be retained by Columbia for 5 years. 

The Commission is of the opinion that Columbia should be 

required to implement a curb box accessibility inspection program 

within similar parameters that the Commission required of LG6E in 

Case No. 9607. By proposing the inspection program submitted in 

the Stipulation, Columbia has accepted Commission guidelines 

ordered in Case No. 9607 as the basis on which the Commission 

would consider the deviations requested. 

The Commission concludes that Columbia's proposed inspection 

program for accessibility of curb boxes meets the intent of Com- 

mission gas safety regulations. Therefore, the Commission will 
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approve deviations from 807 KAR 5:006, Section 23(4)(a)3, 

regarding annual inspections in that Class Two curb boxes, as 

described herein, will be inspected at the time of Columbia's 

5-year leakage survey of customer service lines; and a 3-year 

period from the date of this Order will be allowed for Columbia to 

survey all of its services, develop the information necessary to 

classify all of its curb boxes, and become current with annual 

inspections as required. 

FINDINGS AND ORDERS 

After a review of the record and being advised, the 

Commission is of the opinion and finds that: 

1. Columbia has violated 807 KAR 5:006, Section 23(4)(a)3 

by failing to conduct annual curb box accessibility inspections. 

2.  The Joint Stipulation and Recommendation sets forth 

Columbia's accessibility inspection program which provides for the 

classification of all curb boxes in Columbia's distribution system 

and the systematic inspection of each. 

3. Each Class One curb box as defined herein will be 

inspected annually after the initial classification and inspection 

and each Class Two curb box will be inspected for accessibility at 

the time of Columbia's 5-year leakage survey of customer service 

lines. Columbia should indicate to the Commission the status of 

the inspection and program by filing periodic status reports until 

all Class One curb boxes are inspected in a single year. 

4. The accessibility inspection program for curb boxes as 

set forth herein and as further detailed in the Joint Stipulation 
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and Recommendation satisfies the intent of the Commission's gas 

safety regulation by providing a means to terminate gas service in 

an emergency where the meter is inaccessible. 

5. Columbia should be granted two deviations from the 

requirements of 807 KAR 5:006, Section 23(4)(a)3, as set forth in 

ordering paragraph 3, below, and approval to implement its 

accessibility inspection program for curb boxes. 

6. The Joint Stipulation and Recommendation should be 

approved and adopted including the assessment of a fine of $7,500 

for Columbia's failure to comply with the requirements of 807 KAR 

5:006, Section 23(4)(a)3. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED tnat: 

1. The Joint Stipulation and Recommendation, attached and 

incorporated hereto, be and it hereby is approved. 

2. Columbia shall implement the accessibility inspection 

program for curb boxes as proposed in the Joint Stipulation and 

Recommendation and shall inform the Commission of the status of 

the program by filing periodic status reports. Said reports shall 

be due annually on and after the date of this Order and shall be 

required until such time as all Class One curb boxes are inspected 

annually. 

3. Columbia shall be granted deviations from 807 KAR 5:006, 

Section 23(4)(a)3 consistent with the implementation of its 

accessibility inspection program for curb boxes. Columbia shall 

be allowed 3 years from the date of this Order to classify its 

curb boxes and to conduct initial inspections of all Class One 

curb boxes. As each Class One curb box is identified it shall be 
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inspected at that time and each year thereafter. Columbia shall 

inspect all Class Two curb boxes at the time of the 5 year leakage 

survey of customer service lines. 

4. Columbia is assessed a fine of $7,500 for its failure to 

comply with 807 KAFt 5:066, Section 23(4)(a)3. The penalty amount 

shall be due within 60 days of the date of this Order, made 

payable the Kentucky State Treasurer and mailed to the 0ff.ice 

of General Counsel, Public Service Commission, P.O. Box 615, 

Frankfort, Kentucky 40602. 

to 

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 25th day of J-, 1989. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
n 

ATTEST : 

Executive Director 



COMMOEWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE HlBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

I n  t h e  Matter of t h e  Application ) 
of Columbia Gas o f  Kentucky, Inc.  ) 
fo r  an Order Author iz ing  Devia t ion)  Case No. 9907 
From 807 K A R  51006, 1 
Section 23 ( 4 )  (a) ( 3 )  ) 

JOINT STIHTLATION AND RECOMMENDATION 

On September 25, 1986, t h e  Commission i s sued  its Annual 

Comprehensive I n s p e c t i o n  Report of Columbia Gas of Kentucky, Inc.  

(Repor t ) ,  p u r s u a n t  to Paragraph 5 ( a )  of t h e  agreement between t h e  

Commission and t h e  U.S. Department o f  T ranspor t a t ion ,  Of f i ce  o f  

P ipe l ine  Sa fe ty .  Said Report conta ined  three d e f i c i e n c y  f ind-  

ings,  one be ing  t h a t ,  "Columbia h a s  curb box locations on f i l e ;  

however, it o n l y  locates them f o r  a c c e s s i b i l i t y  eve ry  5 y e a r s  

during its service l i n e  in spec t ion . "  This was found to violate 

807 KAR 5:006, Section 2 3 ( 4 ) ( a )  ( 3 1 ,  which requires t h a t  curb  

boxes be inspected annua l ly  for a c c e s s i b i l i t y .  

By le t ter  da ted  October 29, 1986, Columbia Gas o f  

Kentucky, Inc .  (Columbia) responded to t h e  d e f i c i e n c i e s  noted i n  

t h e  Report. On January 9,1987, t h e  Commission's Director o f  t h e  

D i v i s i o n  o f  U t i l i t y  Engineering 'and Se rv ices  informed Columbia 

t h a t  i n  o r d e r  for Columbia's program to b e  accep ted ,  a d e v i a t i o n  

from 607 KAR 5:006, Section 23(4 )  (a)  (3) m u s t  be g r a n t e d  by the  

Commies ion.  



' On April  9, 1987, Columbia f i l e d  wi th  t h e  Commission an 

a p p l i c a t i o n  t h a t  sought approval  o f  a proposed c u r b  box 

i n s p e c t i o n  program and a n  Order a u t h o r i z i n g  d e v i a t i o n  from 807 

K A R  5: 006, Section 23 ( 4 )  ( a )  (3). 

In t h e  months fo l lowing  t h e  f i l i n g  of the  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  

Columbia and t h e  S ta f f  of t h e  Pub l i c  Se rv ice  Commission ( S t a f f )  

met o n  numerous occas ions  in  order to  formulate  a mutual ly  

a c c e p t a b l e  c u r b  box i n s p e c t i o n  program. As a result o f  r e v i s i o n s  

agreed to  du r ing  these informal  conferences ,  Columbia f i l e d  a 

rev ised  a p p l i c a t i o n  on September 278 1988. 

807 KAR 5:001, Section 4 ( 6 )  p r o v i d e s  t h a t  p a r t i e s  to 

any proceeding  or i n v e s t i g a t i o n  may agree upon t h e  f a c t s  involved 

i n  t h e  proceeding , and such wr i t t en  s t i p u l a t i o n s  s h a l l  be 

regarded and used a s  evidence a t  hear ing.  807 K A R  58001, Section 

4 ( 4 )  f u r t h e r  contemplates t h a t  t h e  issues in  any Commission 

proceeding may be sett led by the  m u t u a l  agreement o f  par t ies .  

It is t he  i n t e n t  and purpose o f  Columbia and S t a f f  to 

express t h e i r  agreement on a mutually s a t i s f a c t o r y  r e so lu t ion  o f  

a l l  of t h e  issues i n  t h e  i n s t a n t  case .  It is understood by a l l  

p a r t i e s  hereto t h a t  t h i s  S t i p u l a t i o n  and Recommendation is no t  

b inding  upon t h e  Commission. It is t h e  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  p a r t i e s  

hereto t h a t  t h i s  S t i p u l a t i o n  and Recommendation is supported by 

s u f f i c i e n t  and adequate d a t a  and fnformat ion ,  and is e n t i t l e d  to 

s e r i o u s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  by t h e  Commission. Based upon t h e  par t ies '  

p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  informal  confe rences  and t h e  m a t e r i a l s  on f i l e  

wi th  t h e  Commission, and upon t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  these materials 

adequate ly  support  t h i s  S t ipu la t ion  and Recommendation, the 

pa r t i e s  hereby s t i p u l a t e  and recommend t h e  following: 



1. Columbia h a s  n o t  been i n  f u l l  compliance wi th  

accessibil i ty s tandards  for curb  boxes? and a r e v i s e d  program is 

needed i n  order to improve said a c c e s s i b i l i t y  S t a n d a r d s  for cu rb  

boxes. 

2. Columbia i n t e n d s  to implement a r e v i s e d  curb  box 

i n s p e c t i o n  program, described below, t h a t  w i l l  permit it t o  

s a t i s f y  t h e  i n t e n t  of s a id  r u l e  -- i.e., to e n s u r e  t h a t  g a s  

s e r v i c e  can  be r e a d i l y  terminated from an exterior l o c a t i o n  

d u r i n g  times of emergency. 

3. Columbia should  be permit ted t o  implement t h e  

fo l lowing  c u r b  box program: 

a )  There s h a l l  be two c l a s s e s  o f  
c u r b  boxes, Class  One and C l a s s  
lWo. C l a s s  One curb boxes w i l l  
be in spec ted  f o r  a c c e s s i b i l i t y  
a t  i n t e r v a l s  no t  exceeding 
f i f t e e n  months, b u t  a t  least  
once each ca lendar  yea r .  C l a s s  
lVo  curb boxes w i l l  be 
inspec ted  for a c c e s s i b i l i t y  a t  
the  time of Columbia's f i v e  
year  l eakage  survey of customer 
s e r v i c e  l i n e s .  

1) For bo th  classes of c u r b  
boxes, inspec t ing  a c u r b  
box for a c c e s s i b i l i t y  s h a l l  
be d e f i n e d  as de termining  
t h a t  a curb  box is v i s i b l e  
and above grade. In spec t -  
ing a c u r b  box for acces-  
s i b i l i t y  does not  r e q u i r e  a 
check for o p e r a b i l i t y  of 
t h e  c u r b  valve. 

2) Columbia's computer records 
s h a l l  n o t e  the classifica- 
t i o n  of a l l  o f  Columbia's 
c u r b  boxes. 



3) I f  t h e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  of a 
c u r b  box changes, t h e  cu rb  
box s h a l l  a t  t h e  time o f  
t h e  change i n  classifica- 
t i o n  become s u b j e c t  to t h e  
i n s p e c t i o n  requirements  of 
the r e v i s e d  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  

b) Class One curb boxes inc lude  
t h e  fo l lowing  : 

1) A l l  c u r b  boxes requ i r ed  to 
be i n s t a l l e d  under 807 KAR 
5:022, Sec t ion  9(17)  (a) (1); 

2)  A l l  c u r b  boxes connected to 
s e r v i c e  l i n e s  w i t h  indoor 
meters: and 

3) A l l  c u r b  boxes connected to 
s e r v i c e  l i n e s  t h a t  s e r v e  
"designated b u i l d  ings.  " 
For t h e  purposes of t h i s  
c u r b  box inspec  t i o n  
p rog ram , d e s i g n a t e d  
b u i l d i n g s  a r e  de f ined  to 
inc lude  : 

Any school ,  hospital ,  
rest or nursing home, 
shopping cen te r , 
government b u i l d i n g ,  or 
recognized day care 
c e n t e r ;  

Any bui ld ing  i n  a 
b u s i n e s s  d i s t r i c t :  and 

Any bu i ld ing  of p u b l i c  
assembly t h a t  is occu- 
pied by 20 or mre 
persons  during normal 
use.  Normal use is 
def ined  as "on a t  least  
5 days  a week f o r  10 
weeks i n  any 12-month 
period (days and weeks 
need n o t  be 
consecut ive)  ." 



c) C l a s s  'No curb boxes are those  
curb  boxes t h a t  are not  clas- 
s i f e d  as Class  Qle c u r b  boxes 
pursuant  to t h e  above d e f i n -  
i t i o n  -- i.e., t h e  curb box is 
not:  connected to  a service 
l i n e  requi red  to be i n s t a l l e d  
pursuant  t o  807 RAR 58022, 
S e c t i o n  9(17) (a) (1) ; connected 
to an  indoor  meter; or connect- 
ed to a des igna ted  bu i ld ing .  

d)  Columbia cannot.  for a l l  
s e r v i c e  l i n e s  . c u r r e n t l y  
de te rmine  from its computer 
records whether a service l i n e  
tee is under pavement and 
whether the  s e r v i c e  l i n e  h a s  a 
p o s i t i v e  s h u t - o f f  device.  
Columbia m u s t ,  however, o b t a i n  
such data i n  order to c l a s s i f y  
its c u r b  boxes i n t o  t h e  a fo re -  
mentioned two classes. Ih is 
d a t a  w i l l  be ob ta ined  i n  t h e  
manner described i n  the  follow- 
ing two paragraphs.  

1) In order to o b t a i n  t h e  
needed da ta  r ega rd ing  tees. 
Columbia w i l l  su rvey  a l l  o f  
i ts s e r v i c e  l i n e s  i n  order 
to de termine  whether or not  
t he  tees are under pave- 
ment. During t h e  survey,  
Columbia w i l l  a lso v e r i f y  
t h e  curb  box re fe rence  
measurements contained i n  
its Service L ine  mta 
System. Columbia r e q u e s t s  
t h a t  it be g r a n t e d  a th ree -  
yea r  catch-up period (from 
t h e  d a t a  of the 
Commission's Order) i n  
which t o  su rvey  a l l  o f  its 
s e r v i c e  l i n e s .  

2) With regard to p o s i t i v e  
shu t -o f f  devices, Columbia 
has always i n s t a l l e d  
p o s i t i v e  s h u t - o f f  d e v i c e s  
on plastic s e r v i c e  l i n e s ,  
and Columbia's records do 
indicate which service 
l i n e s  are plastic . 



Furthermore,  service l i n e s ,  
p las t ic  and steel, 
i n s t a l l e d  by Columbia a f t e r  
1967, were i n s t a l l e d  wi th  
pos i t i ve  shut-of f 
devices .  For purposes  o f  
t h e  curb box i n s p e c t i o n  
program, Columbia w i l l  
t h e r e f o r e  assume t h a t  a l l  
steel s e r v i c e  l i n e s  
i n s t a l l e d  a f t e r  1967 were 
i n s t a l l e d  with a posit ive 
shut-off  device,  and steel 
service l i n e s  i n s t a l l e d  
pr i or t o  1968  were 
i n s t a l l e d  wi thou t  a 
p o s i t i v e  s h u t - o f f  device.  

e )  Columbia w i l l  i s sue  p lan t / -  
service orders to  correct a l l  
d e f i c i e n c i e s  r e p o r t e d  r e g a r d i n g  
c u r b  box l o c a t i o n s ,  accessi- 
b i l i t y ,  measurements, etc. De- 
f i c i e n c i e s  s h a l l  be c o r r e c t e d  
by t h e  end of t h e  t h i r d  calen- 
d a r  month f o l l w i n g  r e p o r t -  
i n g  . Acceptable methods o f  
correcting d e f i c i e n c i e s  s h a l l  
i n c l u d e  r e p a i r  or rep lacement  
of t h e  c u r b  box, or removal of 
t h e  curb box where permitted by 
t h e  Commi ssi on' s r e g u l a t i o n s  . 
Completed p l a n t / s e r v i c e  orders 
s h a l l  be r e t a i n e d  by Columbia 
f o r  f i v e  years .  The District  
P l a n t  Manager or his d e s i g n e e  
s h a l l  be r e s p o n s i b l e  for t h e  
c u r b  box inspec t ion  program. 

4. Columbia estimates t h a t  approval of t h e  r e v i s e d  

c u r b  box i n s p e c t i o n  program described h e r e i n  w i l l  result  i n  t h e  

incu r rence  of a d d i t i o n a l  annual e x p e n d i t u r e s  of approximately 

$120,000. I f  required t o  comply wi th  t h e  r u l e  w i t h o u t  deviat ion,  

Columbia estimates t h a t  it would incur  a d d i t i o n a l  annual expenses 

i n  excess  of $220,000. Thus, adopt ion o f  Columbia's rev ised  c u r b  

box i n s p e c t i o n  program w i l l  result i n  an annual  cost-avoidance of 

approximately $100,000. 



5. Since t h e  above-described c u r b  box i n s p e c t i o n  

program s a t i s f i e s  t h e  i n t e n t  of 807 RAR 5:006, S e c t i o n  

23(4)  (a) (3 ) ,  good cause exists for  g ran t ing  a d e v i a t i o n  from said 

rule.  Columbia should be permitted to  d e v i a t e  from t h e  r u l e  to  

t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t :  

a )  C l a s s  Two curb boxes w i l l  no t  
be inspec ted  annual ly;  and 

b )  Columbia w i l l  r e q u i r e  a t h r e e  
year catch-up per iod  ( f r a n  t h e  
d a t e  o f  t he  Canmiss ion ' s  O r d e r )  
i n  which t o  su rvey  a l l  of its 
s e r v i c e  l i n e s ,  and thus  c l a s -  
s i f y  a l l  of its c u r b  boxes a s  
being i n  either Class One or 
C l a s s  Two. 

Hcwever, once a curb box h a s  been c l a s s i f i e d  , it is immediately 

s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  a n n u a l  a c c e s s i b i l i t y  i n s p e c t i o n  p rov i s ions  

d e t a i l e d  here in .  

6. A f i n e  of $15,000 s h a l l  be assessed a g a i n s t  

Columbia due t o  i t s  previous  v i o l a t i o n  of 807 KAR S:006, S e c t i o n  

23(4) (a )  (3);  however, due t o  Columbia's d i l i g e n c e  i n  developing 

an accep tab le  c u r b  box in spec t ion  program, one h a l f  of t h e  f i n e  

is  to be fo rg iven ,  and Columbia s h a l l  be required t o  pay o n l y  

$7,500 of s a i d  f i n e .  

7.  I f  t h i s  S t i p u l a t i o n  and Recommendation is not 

adopted i n  i t s  e n t i r e t y ,  each p a r t y  reserves t h e  r i g h t  t o  

withdraw from i t  and require t h a t  hear ings  go forward  upon a l l  or 

any matters involved he re in ,  and t h a t  i n  such  e v e n t  t h e  terms of 

t h i s  agreement s h a l l  not be deemed binding upon the parties 

here to .  



8.  Both Columbia and Staff agree t h a t  the foregoing 

S t i p u l a t i o n  and Recommendation is reasonable and is i n  t h e  public 

i n t e r e s t ,  and urge that the  Canmission adopt t h i s  agreement i n  

its e n t i r e t y .  

AGREED, Th i s  12th day o f  December, 1988. 

A 
STEPHm B .  SEIPLE, Attorney 

On behalf of  
Columbia Gas of Kentucky, I n c .  


